


























































A man is accused of a sexual crime. Through po
lice investigation he is arrested and gives a statement to 
the effect that he is the guilty party. In n caso of this 
nature the evidence might consist of tho stainod under
clothing of tho -v1.ctim and porhnps tho stainod trousdrs of 
the defcndo.nt. Both of theso articles arc submitted Ito tho 
laboratory for tho purpose of idontificntion of seminal 
atains in order to C:.?Orrobornta the defondant•s 
In this insto.nco, perhaps duo to contnmination or 
due to tho nzoosper.m.o.tio condition of the defendant, no 

can be identified in microscopic 
However, we may ho.vo a positive fluorescence test, a posi
tive Florence test, a. positive Barberio tost and :mnny othor 
tests which may, under those conditions, bo positive. In 
this insto.nco tho lo.boratory tochnicio.n would huve o. per-
f cct right to stnto thnt tho man Wt\S guilty by virtuo of 
the police investigation, and not by virtue of his scienti
fic findings. His report should str.te that ho obtai:Q.ed 
positivo ·results in all of the so-cnllod preliminary tests 
but vm.e; unnblo to identify spcrmntozon. Thoreforo, ho cnn
not dofinitoly stn.to thnt it is a seminal stain but there 
is much indicntion thnt it could be n seminal stain. Tald.ng 
this honest viewpoint, tho tochnicinn. is permitted an.d should 
givo testimony to that· effect. We must remor.ibor it is not 
tho function of n police export to state whether or not a 
mo.n is guilty. His testimony is simply n description. of the 
condition of the evidence submitted to him nnd the signifi
cunco of such condition of evidence. It is, hus been, 
and nlwnys should bo tho fUnction of tho jury to draw con
clusions from the testimony of the exports o.ppoo.ring before 1: . 

From a pors:ono.l viewpoint, tho police laboratory tochnicio.n 
should thut ho is in n highly apccializcd field and 
tho.t his ambitions nrc tho ostablishmont of n cnroor in that 
highly specio.lizod field. It hns been proven by tho passage 
of tiino thnt n career built on a foundation of truth nnd 
frnnlaiess or opinion is much more sturdy thnn that based upon 
uiiscio::1tific methods, prejudiced opinion nnd pcrhnps illogicm.1 

In your discussion of tho idcntificntion of seminal stnins, 
you omitted one of the most recent ndvnnces in such work. 
That is, the immunologionl Severnl of our fellowr 
workors hnve presented po.pe:rs on this subject, in 

this ranct&ort with them their honost opi:qion has 



been thn.t at the prosent time, it tonds to bo o. rclinblc 
test of idantificntion. Tho difficulties ~ttnchod to it 
nre chiefly found in tho prepnrntion of tho precipitin 
sor'llllls. The spocificitios of tho tests hnvo been checked 
nnd o.ro found to be worthy. Of course you ron.lizo thnt 
the principlo is bo.sod upon tho specific o.ntibodies which 
nro proscnt in the body secretions, ·which fa.ct is tr.ken 
ndvnntnge of in ~rouping reactions. Prior to tho wnr we 
wore in tho act of proparn.tion of tho scrum. Hovrcvor, 
since the ovent of vmr, conditions in the laborD.tory hn.vo 
chnngcd considorr.bly so thn.t wo ho.vo bocm unn.blo to follow 
up our o.nticipo.ted roson.rch. Howovor, literature contains 
mnny reforoncos to it. 

Speaking of litoraturo, I hoa.rtily recommend to you two 
very complete works on idontificntions of seminal fluid 
stnins. (1) Pollnk .. "Semen o.nd Seminal Sto.ins", vvhich 
nppcared in The Archives of Pathology, Vol 35, No. 1, 
Jo.nuo.ry 1943, o.nd (2) Woismn.nn•s "Spormo.tozoo. and Steril
ity". Both of those nrticlos contain prolific refcroncos 
to other literature. You will find from nn o.no.lysis of 
both of those o.rticl os that tho · only noccptcd nnd rclic.blo 
idontificn.tion of somino.l fluid stains is tho isol~tion of 
sperm oells. 

I wish to point out thnt tho nbovo exprossions of comment 
nrc purely personal. 

I would vory much npprecir..tc o. rcsponso f.rom you contnining 
your comments nnd criticisms. I o.rn plea.sod with tho invito.
tion to cornmont on your nrticlo o.nd wish to point out tho.t 
it is purely co:mmont on tho subject o.nd not on tho author. 

Sincerely yours, 

(30) 
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